
Memorandum

To: Chairman and Commissioners Date: September 19, 2002

From: Diane C. Eidam BOOK ITEM 4.2
ACTION

Ref: Programming of Remaining 2002 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
Capacity

Issue:

On the agenda for this month’s meeting are $162 million in proposed STIP amendments competing for
$124 million in remaining 2002 STIP capacity.  Which of these proposed amendments shall the
Commission approve?

These amendments are part of $226 million in proposed amendments originally on the Commission’s
agenda for notice at the June, July, and August meetings.  Of that amount, $64 million in amendments
have since been withdrawn by their sponsors, leaving $162 million.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of $124 million in projects that would fully utilize the remaining 2002 STIP
capacity.  Those projects are listed on the attachment to this book item.  Also itemized on the list are the
$38 million in proposed project amendments that are not recommended for approval.

Background:

In a May 16 workshop with Caltrans and the regional agencies, the Commission affirmed its intent to
program all the remaining 2002 STIP capacity by October and identified general principles that it
intended to use in approving STIP amendments.  Among the general principles were:

• The Commission would not approve amendments that require more than the current county share.

• Priority would be given to projects that were either proposed in the original December 2002
submittals or were identified in the RTIP as a planned future STIP amendment.  The Commission’s
STIP guidelines specified that, “A regional agency that intends to request the programming of
additional funding from its county share prior to the next STIP should include in its RTIP a
statement of its intentions specifying, as much as possible, the size, subject, and timing of the
intended STIP amendment(s).”

• Priority would be given to new STIP funding to match HBRR (Federal Bridge) or other Federal
funds.

• Priority would be given to projects in counties with a cost effective RTIP, applying the standards
applied to the evaluation of earlier requests for advances of future shares (i.e., considering the
proportion of the county share programmed for local projects).
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Summary:

The recommended project amendments include (in millions):

$     -1.7 Project reductions identified by Caltrans.
120.6 New projects, excluding APDE.

4.8 New APDE projects.
$   123.7 Total

The proposed amendments that are not recommended include (in millions):

$   10.9 Potential project cost increases, to be considered later.
4.9 Projects with eligibility issues.
1.3 Project exceeding the county share.
0.3 Rehabilitation design only, with no STIP funding for construction.
6.1 Projects not identified in RTIP for future STIP amendments.
3.8 Project with long-term funding issue.

10.5 Projects identified in RTIPs, lower priority.
$     37.8 Total

All projects are recommended for FY 06-07, except for the 4 Advance Project Development Element
(APDE) projects and a small number of other projects where special circumstances demand
programming of some components in earlier years.  The statutes permit APDE projects to be
programmed in early fiscal years without regard to the Fund Estimate distribution.

Projects Not Recommended for Approval:

The project amendments not recommended for approval are identified in 7 categories:

• Project cost increases, $10.879 million.  In June 2002, the Commission granted allocation extensions
to February 2004 for these 4 projects in the Playa Vista area of Los Angeles County.  At the same
time, Caltrans indicated that the cost of the projects could increase by this amount.  A potential cost
increase for any currently programmed State highway project may be approved at the time of vote, if
necessary, without the need for Commission action to program additional funds at this time.

• Eligibility issues, $4.860 million.  Four projects from Colusa County do not appear to meet the STIP
guideline criteria for street rehabilitation.  Two are for alleys; two are for chip seal work.  The
Caltrans Route 132 project is proposed for partial construction funding only; the STIP guideline
criteria call for all programmed components to be fully funded.  Three projects from Red Bluff in
Tehama County are designated for street rehabilitation without identifying specific street segments
to be rehabilitated; the STIP guidelines call for all projects to be identified by specific location.

• Project exceeding county share, $1.325 million.  One project from San Bernardino County is
excluded because San Bernardino County was programmed for more than its current county share in
the 2002 STIP.
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• Projects for rehabilitation design and no construction funding, $0.353 million.  These 9 projects,
including 8 from Tehama and one from Lake, are excluded because they are rehabilitation projects
that are proposed for environmental or design work only, with no programming for construction.
These projects, by their nature, require relatively little lead time for environmental and design work,
and programming this work without the prospect of funding construction within the STIP period
does not appear to be an effective use of STIP programming capacity.

• Projects not identified as future amendments in RTIPs, $6.062 million.  The May amendment
principles indicated that priority would be given to projects specifically identified in the 2002 RTIPs
as planned future amendments.  While the Butte RTIP indicated “intent to program the remaining
funds available for other regional needs as well as local projects off the state-highway system,” it did
not identify specific projects.  Although the Colusa RTIP did identify other planned project
amendments, it did not identify the project that was placed in this category.  The RTIPs for Modoc
and Sierra did not identify planned project amendments.

• Project with long-term funding issue, $3.8 million.  Santa Cruz is proposing $3.8 million for
environmental work towards an anticipated $300 million widening and operational improvement
project.  The Santa Cruz RTIP had proposed to reserve $3 million for the project, noting that funds
might be programmed after Caltrans completed the Project Study Report (PSR).  Although the
potential amendment was identified in the RTIP, the large future funding requirement of the project
is far beyond any current capacity to fund project construction.  The Commission has previously
expressed its concern over the programming of project development for projects with future funding
needs that cannot be met.  For this reason, staff is recommending that this project be given lower
priority for the programming of remaining 2002 STIP capacity.

• Projects identified in RTIPs, with lower priority, $10.560 million.  The available capacity does not
allow the Commission to program all projects that were identified in the RTIPs for future
amendments, and staff is recommending that 12 projects from Colusa, Tehama, and Tulare Counties
not be approved.  Staff identified these projects on the basis of the high proportions of county share
that would be dedicated to local projects if all the projects from those counties were approved.  For
each of these counties, there are other projects included in the staff recommendation for approval.
The identification of the particular projects within each of the 3 counties to recommend for approval
was based on staff’s understanding of each region’s priorities and is subject to change pending
further review and comment from each region.











CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Adoption of STIP Amendments, October 2002

Resolution G-02-__

BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission approves programming for the following State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendments, consistent with the
Commission staff recommendations:

Amendment County Approval Action
02S-023 Contra Costa Approved as proposed.
02S-024 San Luis Obispo Approved as proposed.
02S-025 Santa Cruz Not approved.
02S-026 Monterey Approved as proposed.
02S-027 Sierra Approved as proposed.
02S-028 Sierra Not approved.
02S-029 Humboldt Approved as proposed.
02S-031 Kern Approved as proposed.
02S-032 San Francisco Approved as proposed.
02S-033 Butte Not approved.
02S-034 Sierra Approved as proposed.
02S-035 Tulare Approved as proposed, except that construction is not

approved for PPNO 8683 (Betty Dr/Riggin Av) and
all construction, construction engineering, right-of-
way, and right-of-way support for other projects is
programmed in FY 06-07.

02S-036 Butte Approved as proposed.
02S-002A Stanislaus Approved as proposed, except that the programming

for Route 219 is in FY 06-07 and the programming
for Route 132 (PPNO 944M) is not approved.

02S-003 Sacramento Approved as proposed, except that all funding is
programmed in FY 06-07.

02S-007 Lake Approved as proposed, except that PPNO 3034R
(environmental and PS&E on Soda Bay Rd) is not
approved and all funding for the other projects is
programmed in FY 06-07.

02S-008B Tehama Approved as proposed, except that the 8 projects not
proposed for construction programming are not
approved (PPNOs 2319, 2322, and 2325-2330).



Amendment County Approval Action
02S-009 Colusa Approved only for 5 projects (PPNOs 3L35, 3L51,

3L60, 3L70, 3L80, 3L81), with all programming in
FY 06-07.  Not approved for 12 projects (PPNOs
3L82, 3L83, 3L84,3L86, 3L87, 3L88, 3L89, 3L90,
3L91, 3L92, 3L93, 3L94)

02S-010 Los Angeles Approved only to combine 2 projects (PPNOs
2012A/2012B into 2012A).  Action on potential cost
increases deferred.

02S-012 Butte Approved only for 7 projects (PPNOs 2231-2334 and
2377-2379).  Not approved for 15 projects (PPNOs
2374-2376 and 2319-2330)

02S-013 Modoc Approved as proposed for the bridge replacement
project (PPNO 2384).  The proposal for widening
Route 299 in Alturas (PPNO 53) is not approved.

02S-015 San Bernardino Not approved.
02S-016 San Mateo Approved as proposed.
02S-018 Caltrans

interregional
Approved as proposed.


